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The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification sliall conclude witli one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Cialnns 4 and 6-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

The term "said two adjustment pieces" in claims 4 and 7-8 lack proper 
antecedent basis. The term "said adjustment pieces" in claim 6 lacks proper 
antecedent basis. 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 
U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this 
Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in 
public use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in 
the United States. 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

Claims 1 and 5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticiapted 
by Takeda et al 5,249,547. 

Takeda et al teaches a device for pasting wall paper which is comprised of 
the following elements: a main body member define by side walls 20, bottom wall 
5; a vertical member 7 for containing adhesive, the first vertical member is 
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disposed within the main body member, a second vertical member 3 for 
containing adhesive, the second vertical member is disposed within the main 
body member. With respect to claim 5, Takeda et al teaches a work bench 15 is 
disposed underneath the main body member. 

Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Takeda et al 5,249,347. 

Takeda et al is applied for the reasons noted above. Takeda et al fails to 
teach the main body member is configured to manufactured in three different 
sizes. However, it would have been obvious to optimize the Takeda et al size of 
the Takeda et al main body member dependent on end use requirements of the 
user. 

Claims 2-4 and 6-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Takeda et al 5,249,347 in view of Houston. 

Takeda et al is applied for the reasons noted above. Takeda et al fails to 
teach a counter in communication with the main body member. However, it would 
have been obvious to modify the Takeda et al apparatus by arranging a counter 
or length counter between the roll of wallpaper and end wall of the sizing tank 
such as shown by Houston for the obvious advantage of being able to measure 
the amount of wall paper being dispensed (see Houston elements 56,58 and 60). 
With respect to claim 3, Takeda et al fails teach two adjustment pieces in 
communication with the first vertical member. However, it would have been 
obvious to modify the Takeda et al apparatus by providing at least two 
adjustment pieces in communication with the first vertical member (elements 7,9) 
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since Houston shows at least two adjustment pieces in communication witli tine 
first vertical member or wall in order serve as a means to adjust the final amount 
of size applied onto the wallpaper for the obvious advantage of greater control of 
the amount and distribution of paste on the wallpaper (see Houston adjustments 
pieces includes elements 42). With respect to claim 4, the at least two 
adjustment pieces in the first vertical member in the modified Takeda et al 
apparatus is in fluid communication via adhesive 12 with the second vertical 
member 3. With respect to claim 6, it would have been obvious in the modified 
Takeda et al apparatus that the at least two adjustment pieces in the first vertical 
member would prevent adhesive backward flow since Takeda et al teaches that 
the port 8 formed between the first vertical wall and cushion 23 is sealed thereby 
obviously preventing backward flow of the adhesive from outside the port 8 to the 
main body member. With respect to claim 7, it would have been obvious in the 
modified Takeda et al apparatus that the at least two adjustment pieces in the 
first vertical member are configured to accommodate different thickness of wall 
paper since Houston teaches that its adjustment pieces adjust the gap or 
opening 8 between cushion 23 and cutter 9 thereby enabling one to accomodate 
for different thicknesses of wall paper. 

Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Takeda et al 5,249,347 in view of Mutter. 

Takeda et al is applied for the reasons noted above. Takeda et al teaches 
the adjustment pieces for the first vertical member includes knobs that enable the 
user to adjust the height of the first vertical but fails to teach the each of the 
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adjustment pieces have a l^nob to enable the user to adjust height of the second 
vertical member. However, Mutter teaches the design of a coating apparatus 
which includes a reservoir of fluid defined by a first and second vertical member. 
The height of first and second Mutter vertical member is adjustable to admit the 
travel of the substrate through the reservoir. Mutter teaches the height of first 
vertical member is adjustable via knobs 21 which are adjusted by the user. 
Therefore it would have been obvious in the modified Takeda et al to also 
provide the second vertical member with user adjustable knobs such as shown 
by Mutter since Mutter teaches that the height of both its first and second vertical 
member is adjustable to admit the travel of the substrate through the reservoir 
and provide the second vertical member with same adjustment means, an 
adjustment piece with user adjustable knob, for the obvious reason of greater 
control of the coating process. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Brenda A. Lamb whose telephone number is 
(571) 272-1231 . The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Tuesday 
and Thursday-Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Nadine Norton, can be reached on (571) 272-1465. The 
fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
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for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). 

Brenda A Lamb 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 1792 
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Primary Examiner, Art Unit 1792 



